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Functiartal feeding group dest@adon%far fwnilrts c~t lec td  
et the EX5 manitacing stations 

FAMILY F A M F M  
Wydroptilidaf? P~ercer 
Isonychudee Ooliector 
Is0 Collectur 
tep~dnstormtidrte S h d e t  
Mtophalebird~ Collector 
Zeucrridae Shredder 
ttlutridae Shredder 
t t  mnepBlidae Shredder 
Lymnaeidae Cnllwt~r 
Muscidae Prwiator 
Nemouridae Shre-lider 
Nocmidoe Shredder 
O t g t ~ h ~ ~  Collector 
@tbservus Scraper 
Peltoperlrdae Shredder 
Perlidat? hzdator 
Phbdidae Predator 
Philopotmidar: Fi1tmr 
Phoridse Pndamr 
PhysiBae Scraper 
Ptanorbelltdae Collactor 
Polyernaapodidae Filterer 
Wheasde *raper 
Psychomyi~dae Colb&or 
PEemarcyidae Shredder 
Ptiindac~lrQae Shredder 
Rhyacophskdrte Predator 
Sdldrdae Predator 
%lduIrdee Predator 
Salbtaddae Predator 
Sialidae Predator 
Simulidae Filterer 
Staphylin~dae Predator 
Smtiomytdtte Collector 
T&ataidae EPredsMt 
Tmniopterg.gidae Skrrdder 
Tanyderict~e Shwdtkr 
Ttpulidne Shredder 
TwMlarra Predstot 
Umoick Scraper 
Veirrdne P d a w r  
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Tom EitzGera'ld,Kentuch ResourcesCouncil le Development 

Subjcct: Conmenis on the Draft Pmgrammaric LSIS on Mrtuntitintvp 
KemovtlVVdIey Fills in Appalachia 

The Kentucky Kesrwrces Council, kc.. a nonprofit eavironmenlill d v c ~ a c yorganization w h w  
mcmhcrs include numerous individud~ who fiw, wm8kand recreate in afea~adverwly aSFccted 
by the consmccicm of vallcy md head-cvf-hollow f i b  suhmir these cemmeats canccrning the 
draft M S  on valley Ells and mounmint(>pmining. 

KRC' cmlnrxs and incnrpontleshy rcfercncc!as if fully wt forth below the cnmncntls of the 
Citirem Owl Council,the Kentucky Waterways Alliance,the Friends ofthc Earth, thc Ohio 
Valley I:.Rvin~nmedtalCnalrtitm. the Kentuckian8 for Ute Commonwealth. and Save Our 
l:nvironmcnt in opptaition to tbc conclusions contained in the IXIS, md 
urgm that tho DEIS hc withdrawn in order that a document properly reflecting the ,~ icnce  
contained in the numerous analpir, and cullsonant with the Clean Water Act and SMCKA, 
might trc proposed. 

Cordially, 

Torn t.it~lkrald 
I)ilwcfor 
Kentucky Kcsuurces Council 

" 
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January 3, 2004 

Mr. John Forren 
US.EPA (3fX30) 
2 650 Arch Street 
Phiiadslphia, PA 1 9103 Thank you. 

Dear Mr. Fonen, 

Our mixed mssctphytic forests am the rntrsa dWrse in the world. The 
operation of Mountain fop Removal has s p ctisd loss of over a m~lion 7-52 
acres of timber, 

nelgfabdrho~dties have been bxakm, 
psopie dispfaced, hamatFtmds have bem destrcryd. 
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Liz Garland, West Virginia Rivers Coalition 

ERRIS CO. L L C  
724 OXFORD DR. 
WUNTINCTCrtir, w 25305 

JohnF m n  
U S  Enviranmtal Prdectian A 
1650Arch 3t 
Philadelphia, PA l%Q3 

I mn a b&e?giman whaw entqr4 
E a s m  and Westar tcxls.domaf &wUS. 

cwted by rmnu\$ Iws 
1v t this for )us town, 

is in W where &urn& 
na fwd pwfk$&tyd clashe1opxnant m the 

, , , 
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ScottGollwihq Appixlx~anVoices 
> 

mining ?he Bush administratianpaposes effeetvcb e- tht buffer nnd dowku 

aat. JehnForrta 
W 3 ,  WA o,1690 Anh P;w 

About the Southemi Appolncbh f3lodivcdty Proiect, M d  in AsheoiUe, NDnh Ckalk, the Southem 
ApplLehLn Bhdivtrrity Prcicn (SABP) ia a amprotit mend cqpnitntian dedtcrced to empowerifig 
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Act 

P.O. Box 3141 
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PEOPLE, 

THEY NAm PROVIDED OTHER SjTBS F'OR ITIE 

APPALACHIANREGTON& HOSPf?'KAND 1WE ARH 

PSYCHWRIC HCX3PTTA.L ANDRE PWYSICIANS OFFICE 

BU'ILDMG. THE EAST KY VEmMNS CENTER SITS ON A 
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PLEWD NEXT YEAR, 

PERRY COWTY DETENTION CENTER, A $5.3 

Sandra Goss, Tennessee Citizens for Wilderness Planning 
~ ~- , .  . . .  . ~ . .  . , , ~ , . .  , . ,  . .  , , .  . , .  . . , . .  W . . .: " ' " ' " " "  " w 'j 

Mr. JohnFarren 
t1.S. E PA (3EA30j 
1650 Arch Strm 
PhlMphia PA 19103 

Dear Mr. Forren. 

Another area of comm is km af forats,m on@ng probim in the 
AppaIxhm. The draft EIS progeets tfwt Tsuutmee v&i issueprpermits causing 
the lass of 9,154 XTF?S of forat  betmen2003 and 2012 based on permits 7-5-2 
iswedb e t w  1992 and 2002. H m u ,bet- Deembe2002 and 
Oct&m 2203, over 5,000axfs of surfxemining 
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James Hecker, West Vi inia Highlands Conservancy and 
Ohio Valley Environmental Coalition 

Thc only mirlg~~tionoffered in the draft EIS for the destructionof hge arm 
of harcjwd forst Mita by mining opc"satiom ts a s 
s i ts  could be refwatedafter nppsaom cease. Corn* evidencetfa 2 

hardmcd forest, essentially the samea the me removed during mining m 
be rcetmblkhart in a resorxhlemount d time, nerxls to bf!pfamttedWore 
tlris 12~t10d~l i fnbe o f fwd  ns nl[ti@ion for the loss of humlrerfs of tfrousarzds 
d acres of biologically divme h a s h o d forest Mitat. 

Re: klgy 29,2Qa 
oval cod 

I)- Mr.Forrep: 

inkegate bird c o m i  

Minmng in the entire audy arm 

Thee  lwe been nunmom studies comhaed in corntion with the draft EIS. 
It SEWS thctt the sttides vjtth my hint d cansmtion were @ored, E conondc 

IbeConservancy took the lead in negotiating aM1obtainingtbe 1998 setllementstudia prepared fatile draft E IS indicate that significant rmttktlom 011the 
size of vaif~yfills vmdd not came sesious ecxmomic harm The envlronnlmtal agreement that nslllted in the -prepmation of this DBS. h thandore has a special interest-

and economic studies p r ~ dfor the draft E1S do not lend any support to Elm 
dministratbn's propssed "pr&med dtp?swhe" tM r e c a r m d s  
&tin8 timronrrmtal Lnw that Bmlt the size md lomrbn of v&ey fjfis. theDEB. 

We request a revision of the Draft EIS tb \rtiU. addFr?5$some d the 
pps n m i c m d  ;tbnw. 'Itmnk you fof the opportmty to c n m t . I 
Sincerely. 

SanrjraK C m  
ExecutiveDirector 
Tmcssee Citizens for WiIckrnm Pbm&xg 

Sandra K , Gmq 
4308 T f . ~ o r n ~ ~ ~Drive 
Kmxvillc,Ternmet3 37921 
865.522-3809 
s@s@ tr;per.com 
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Tho most significantdistinctionbtwcon the four &cwtives is how caoh one d h e s  
Issue I, "Dmct 10sofstreanzsaud stream impairment" The question of what portions 
of a stream c m  be legally filled wdw SMCRA authority wng central to the Bra= v 
Roberrson bwsuit. The Dijtriot Court decision in thgtcase established that the SMCRA 
strem buffer wnc rcguiafiossat 30 CFR 816.57 and 817.57 do not allow mining 
activities (includingvalley fills) within 100 ftet of intermittent or perennial streams. The 
Fourth Circuit Court of A p w s  later vacated tht Diswiat Court's decision,but on 
grounds unrelated tr, the applicability oftbe stream buffer zone rule. Becauseof the 
atmosphere of regulatoryuncertaintySUITOUD.~  &isisme, and the imprtqnoe of 
dlownble valley fill size to mint viability and cnvimpmental impacts, 
deveIs=& EIS sft~niativ.-. Each aItcmiveproposesdiEfermt d m g e s  to 
regulatory progr.dms that determine the allowable extent o f s ~10% through valley 
fillhg. 'The amount of valley fillingtbnt is 4owablc will affect &a amount of mining that 
can occur, which inturnwill detennino the enviromenealaad economiccoseequencw of 
selectinga given alternative, 

1-13 

We believe the fMTMNFJEXS is the bgical vehicle to address mvimummtalpzotection 
and pmmbtt government efficiency, while meeting the nation's en- nee& ... We do 
not believe that the I316,as c m n t t y  drafted,foarsessufficiently on these goals. We 
must ensure &at the EX3 fay the grawdwork for coordinatingour respective regulatory 
juridcicdonin rhemost e&tcientmanner, At a minimum, this would reqoh that the 

and tainimizing or 
mitigatkg cnvirogmatal impacts. 

r 

Table IV-1 .Mounwintop Mining /Valley FiBEIS AlternativeSummary 

Alternative A No c h g a  to the SMCRA and CWA progmm in effect in 1998 

Ritemath%I] Uepctndiry on the outcom ofa M e d ,  permit-by-ponnit baseline data 
colleotion; tborougb, site-specific, sigxificaatadverso impact analyses; 
and, oonsida~anof altemativasfor avoidasce and mhhization, vallay 
fills could be allowed in ephemeral, intermi#tmt, and pemnnial stream 
segments. Mitigation of unavoidableimpacts would require in-kind 
rrpiscement of aquaticfimctions and values wit)im the watnshed. 

Pmit-by-pemit bwiine data collectionand site-specific nhemadves 
analyseswould be required (although not necessarilyas figorow m in 
Alternative B)to demonstratethat avoidaacertnd minimizationwere 
considered. Mitigation options for unavoidable impactswould be 
somewhat more varied and thus more flexible than under A l t m a t i c  



- -- 

Ex. 9, p. 1. 

. . -~$ternative 'progrt~m- ,. undmimrxacts,.B@ WPmQ15 fQac-
CWA md SMCRA to ensure mon effective environmentd protection. Why wtrc these key 
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EPA continued to w e  in April, 2002 that the SBZrule&onid be mngrhertcd rather 
than eviscerated, and that a NWP 21 minimumimpact thresholdshould he established, 
particularly %ithin "AltepnativeB" sitlccthst alternativerelied on a "project-by-project"review. 
Ex. 23.6 The draft ofthe EIS that existedinApril, 2002, while setting forth "Alternative B" as 
the "prefened aitemtive,'' still coqtained Afternatives C and D,w&eh did contemplate 
substantive rcst&.ions o t ~fdl size and placement. Ex. 24. 

sOSM has suggested that "[a10 political appointeesor cod ind- represetltptives 
participated [in re-writingthe EIS]," (6/u03Robiasonc-mail, Ex. 73, Attstchmenf p. l),Bnd thst 
"Mr. Griles was briefed early in2001 on the status of theE%5by OSM met staff... [but] 
foJtherthsnreceivingmutino briefingpapars p~eparedby DSM fix the D~partment,h4r.Griles 
has not been involved in finalizingthe documenL" &. at 2. Any suggestion that Mr. Griles w 
not directly involved in fie re-writing of  the DEIS i s  at best iDacnrrate and at worst 

The Fish and WitdlSe Service has reviewed the September20 draft o f  Chapter TV for the 
M'I'MNF EIS. Wepreviouslypropamd a four-alternativescenario that included 
mnsideration (not dt#:tion)of at least one &tentative to resfrid,or otherwise constriain. 
most valley fills to ephemeral stream reatha by employing the significant degmMon or 
advance identification (ADID) provisions of tZM 4040(1) Guidelines. Onr intent was 
to provide for cea6identlen of at bast one n16erna€ive&st "developed agency 
poUcie midam?,and coordiiatd deehioo+m~klbgprece~es*&minimized the 
impacts ofmolurt&top miningand Mney Wing on wnters of the US.and f ~ hand 
wildlife mources; a two-part goal e*bUsbed by the lt?ttlHIIGXltagm-mient that we 
believe tho tbuee-rl~rnatlverippmsch failed to aewi,mp&&. Our p r ~ p s e dappmdch 
was subsequentlyvutd down witbin the Executive Ccmmitte in part beonuse a decision 
appears to haw been d e that e m  rafativekyminor modifications of current regulatory 
practices are now m i d 4  to be outside the amp  of the EZS process. The current 
thnze-alternative&unework adopted, but incorporated only a very limited ADD 
concept that does nat m~?~tcnn obj&tivc$. Ihe September 20draft retains the 



deficiencitscontaid.& h id tficlviou9three-srl-ve h e w o r k ,  the fill draft of 
CWtmfV cepnfinnsour ooncems. ' % d m  we canthe to object bt f i ~tbqe offhis 

help% or productive. The following g a d  comma@we intended to provide you onty 
wiffi our sense of how p m b t d c  the pmposed aledivesfmmrk becorn. 

MTMNF Draft PE1S Public Comment Compendium A-312 SectionA - Organizations 



MTWINF Draft PEE Public Comment Compendium SectionA - Organizations 



-
MTMIVF Draft PElS Public Comment Compendium A-314 Section A - Organizations 



MTMfWF Draft PEIS Public Comment Compendium SectionA - Organhations 



anddisrnk%d.,. The exi&ng 

defined CLA [(cztm~lati~te:hpm.2t 

docmmt on c d 
ar9 a result ofa pmpo 

Act," E;x. 2, p. 45 (emphasis d d a .  

cmidmcl ktheDBE, 

b - m d m  
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Two distinct tiers of environmental review may kapplicable to some "najor Federal 
actions." Site-specific EISs caz~stitutca secooh tier in the dhussion and melysis of 
impacts on the environment. ... "'fie first tier EIS should focus on broad issuessuch as  
mode choice, general location and amwide air quality and land use impiications of 
aitemativetransportaion systems." A pmgnunmatic EIS reflects h e  broad 
environmentalconsequencesattendant upon a w i d e m g  Mcral program. The thesis 
md~lyingprogrammaticEISBis that a systematic progrw is lielp to genmte dispruate 

that arc c9uwd by or a~sociatcdwithvarious aspects of one big 
P e d d  &ion. Whereas the progdmmadc BS looks ahead and assimilates "broad 
issuesnrelevaat & one p o p  design, thcsite-specific US acidrwes more 
particulqrizedconsideratiom W g once the overall progr- ~ c h e sthe"sccondtiel," 
or implementstionstage of its devel0pmant. la cvelnatipga c o m ~ ~ v ep r o m  

I-3-M 
." In other wrds, if thP! "majorFederal action" at issueconsists of a number of 

related mrprisss associated within a single program and planned togt?ther,then & e I  
joint effects should probably $so be considwed together, rhisprom& Prom the 
requinment&at thcscope of.the Wed actton be accurately oharacterized to ensure that 
an EIS of equivalent scope is pnparod. 

Quitesimply,"(s)ogrrcntationof a large or cumulative pmitect &to smaller components in 
order to avoid desidpladngthe project a mttjor fcdemi actionhas been held to be 

See also, 433 F.Supp. 1235, 1252 @.D.Tex. 
197'9, rev 'd on other gro&, 573 F.2d201 (5' Ck.1978),citing the 1972 CEQ Memotandurn 
for the propositionthat "[tJheCEQ has ...issued gtxideSinesstating btc advantages of a 
programmatic EEL'* These "adwdntagesof a programmatic EISw were noted also by the court in 
e A s e n c v  Cwt~t~ lw.ROnnevi l i ePo-, 126 F.3d 1193,1184 (9"Cir. 1997). 
whne 'the court observed: "Inm y  ways a

-0-

specific EIS because it e + i ~ywuflturtiverather than Perfo-id 

is sllperior to a Limited, contmt-

.- within the structure of a sing[e agencyactfon" (empl*lsis added). 

Ftlrtker, not only must mutative "proposedactionwimpacts be considered together in a 
pm~prammaticEIS, but so also must curdative "fom@zableaction" impacts. As explained in 

C ' c e  .V 197 F, Supp.2d 586,617 (N.D.Tex. 
u ~ ~ ~ ~ e ~ t L " ~ k ; , o ~ s ~ ~ ~ $ o p d  $;: d o n  sucb that i t  docs not nud 

to beanalyzed and decided in the m a  EIS, the cumulativeimpacts of this foreseeable action 
-,inSimilarly,omitted).(citationEIS."theinanalyzedbernristnevertheless 
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G*' veil b t  we as 
spirit ofthe d e m e n t  

284 F.3d at 1042 (mpfutsis added). 
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D. None of the Three Altcrnatfveh,Conaidered in the DEE3 &odd Be Adopted 

A11tlm8 of the a f t d v e s  c o n s i d d  in purely 
process attefnatives that shodd be discarded md fitlyreduce 
the cumulative environmeoMimpacts of rnom.taiotapremoval mining an$v9ey fills. 

Even if they could be adopted, there is no mationid h i s  tbr chooshg which of the 
the best dternarive. FW &e thteedtemtives an:intr?M$Xlyco~trabictbiy~Under Altmadve 1, 
valley fills afeprrzsmd to havet more thanmiairnd a d m e  effects$?I& IbeedmM ~ d u e l 4 0 4  

does not explah why tlre effem of a vdey 
dependjag on which a l t d v e  is whed.  fix& r o ~ e s sof With 
alternative is dated.  

Seco~d,bhe DEIS mver sgecifically explainrp why &km&w 2 b the p m M  
dternative md is htkrthsmshe other Puo, It [trnslkeg the gemmil cfdm that it isUrseCaweOf the 

ancl 

8s 

o not 

protection ofthe mvimntnent. 

Ilu'rd, it is impassible for the public to disgarn h m  the DEXS what dif$mme 

'"-&c" natuxp: ofthe EIS hevident dm in .the 
Committee meeting of November 21,2002, which states 

Issum lbimred During PmpamtTon: 
-Za& of erivimnmmhl mntt.ast; Er a$iI r&'ction cornpanen?needed i?n 

I. The DEB Vbktt48 FIEPA By Not A m d p h g  Alternetha to ResMct Valley 
Fib,St- Lass, ttan, and Wsrz ofMWPs 

Iy,W&bn~ondeforestation, either individdly or 
ss, &her iadi~ddfyor munula~vely;and iadivldupll and 

AItemtive I to p~ad&d [sic] most emfo~rnsnt~fpp~ot~*cfdw *..d&rnatriMa? 
-0FA slates thrPtNTPA eoyUance not ratisBed., dtemtims;need ndbe limited 
to1Flsistiag;DtrPLUtosymthorily -ShLlutd a "no rnfning" or athw rasMctlve 

ce of 
dA1tentrttiveC (Restricts to iaOermittentzgm 250 =re w~sttmhds)~a[sj~bcti~~ ic 

UMo$tconsktent wifh Ending8 of tech studjes."' &$.Tfia options papet Eurther states 

1f /I8102 Hodgkissem&, Ex. 52,Attachment(d-g added). A mere ""&-~ve 
con-' without dis-shabie enviromend &&ions or oonseqmcbsbeween the! d a m i n i d  old does not precfude a finding
aItemtivesis net consistent with?he1999Noti@ ofinaOnS tk thats nlrendy been in fafact~)(xurreil.
m A .  
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costs. 

costly endeavor. Therefore, kcggofcom~en~atm. . mserve as an inct:@&-tian 
W z e vallw ti,& in aquatic habitats. 
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"action"is nb action ail. The~ ~ l ~ - r n t a i n sno specific analysis &discussion of the 
t~mpnctionof therooting medium, which severely reduces tree i s  thenom." DEIS hypothetical"ltgislafionn or who, pmisely, would "lave legislative authorities"enact it. 
1U.B-9. "The predominant PMLU has included a bias towards salvaging ...so2 materials that 

EtetLnbnri." Ex. 6, p. 4. 

'65tta&SO,EX. 6,p. 4 ~~~~r e c h  
the mestablishent of tw;es'f>; a.,p. 5 TThe 

P---.-- -
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e inplace as it w a t l y  

tmative9"k B c L n t  tommt 
iadividu&ly or &mt&&dy, 

P 
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Zlhe DEB identifiesei& Ltalmatiw con&d& but nat o d d  f h . "  DEB ED-I. 
Thme eTrminirltezI & t w b  were: 1) ~stridmofindividtralvalley fill sbt P a d  on the tgrpe 

"adv8nced vtsfo* p m w t  to 
US.based on tlae CWA's " 
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*,§a
dm, 

2002); l'.NEflA is last 
possible moment be 
done." 


-. 
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Xb order to ~~h of Won444of the CWA, 33 U.S.C. $1344, &slch= w ~ f l B  

91 Stat. 1600 If 977)). The House Cc, 

- ,  
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I 113-f 4 @, Mz.1B9),baldmg thatthe COEwas 
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mn&m or incmm in 
hlllhhtaf Oil 2\ c U I ~ & Q ~basis & $h$y 
prohibitsthe use of'xlfwpsd a m  bre 
an thLt ~in~irC)mmt.~The DEIX pmvw thdtlmotmt&&op mmovd minhgactivities c%nnot 
satisEy thisrequirement . Ttre FWS has zPimllwIyokrsnted. 

' ' -
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[&mi-&of Dedsioa (RODS)] were arbitmyan$capr'tciow...[under .fhtMA]." ,l&b,8890. 
Whih &st caseiavbhed a deuo 
Issued by the COB for vcilfey fills, since thw fills me M y c o r n e d  toviotatr'ons of state 
watm quality standards lormIenium. 
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a&, DEB E.C-63f"sMCRA 
%&QE 702(d) -88 that @die&%dm&@k at R%&P F&leail aotibn BXpixing 
mmpEmee."(empB&s in origixllll)).4'

pc".rsosn~lan$ismfiWiBW a's r e e d y  pmpsed com&pcd 

put ofthe r o o t i n ~ n g ~ e : g g q & ~  ... Productionofsoils that 
will support commercial forestry as part of moutaintbp mining requires selective 

for the sme m s a n a  
and capriciousfot the 
altematiw woItfdvia 
theseviolatiansar my 

4'ThcOSEA "?TMonE"sztment stat@: %e NMlA eatq%m@req&rnmw for 
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Inthe.pmmt case,fhe DEB itseVdema-B thatt i ts  ownreliance on $in-ldsad 
by ?behistory aY such &tigation 
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%Seealso,Bx. 6,p. 6: "Even if mclmatimpmtictss 

with u n m~p;suits,~' 
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analysis does not provide a comprehensiveor 'Yiaalmeasurementfor evaiuating impacts 
from valley 611 construction"and can predict only a &action of "the o v d l  impact on the 

thi:OSM, the studiecswe* m m m i l y  reject& Thisr v j ~ o n  there;qdrementsofv i o b ~  
NEPA. 
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had not yet been& g ~ @ dto rm 

andin trioi.ittioI3af 
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P+ The DEB Conisins SeveralSeriow 

Ptnd fills couldnot be dig 
KC-74);' an8that Wle did not codude h t  hpptcts do~~~llmtlxibelow MWNF 

on ofwatm of the US." DElS ED-9. 
However8as we have &m 

[S]Rrdies desctibed in sectioaEl.D strow th$f o 
the overail chemical*physical, and Molagid 
below El ls  the arab'fentwater quality critcrtcun 
coaltenfly, mtwd flow m@m&are dWd, and macroinv&bmte &veffity is 
depntssed, 

1N1203Tibbatt e-mail, Ex. $7, p.2. 

and 15. 


forest componentat dl. 30C.F.K.8 701.5(definitionofaIfmdme," m M a n&)I. 

"'Seealm, DEJS N.B-5: "...nor could dstadi&mHtiste 
hman activity in a watershed." 

Pi& t)le DEIS ine~fw:t,lystates that"mined sit&$mrty take ss longas 120yearsar n~ore 
to ~~mature forest eonditiw." DELS App. I*p.92. However, CtftdlyTibbt fUSPWS) has 
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fR3e-mtabWg native I.16udmod 
don't h o w  wbat thoI m g - ~  
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POTwe ream,tbDEB f i l s  to meet t f ~ ~legax~tequimabofN ~ P Aaft4 other 4-2, 
fkdrsrral $tamesand must be c o w  to s the defickneierr natdabove Bnd reism4fur 
public comm. 

Email fmm Rebecca Hsrnaw re: Did the sta!w rcpofls go out yet? with 
Attachmat: Mountaimop MininglVellryFill Status Report, Execwive 

Email from Cindy Tibbott re: h4TWW EIS cumdative impact assessment 
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19 ~lOf19/01IEPA Emaii Iiom William Hobre: lvmWVF Briefing & OSM Vision, withI A(orhrol: h a a m r e  Sucomuy. A Plmto Address Mount~intopMining / 
10 f 1/8/02 EPA Email h m  W W  Hofhan IC AlternativeFramework 

11 1/2/02 EPA Email thm W i i  Hoffmnam: Mt Top confcall on 1/23/02at 1 PM 
, me--*--

13 U7M2 IEPA I Email tiom William H 0 f h . n  re: Decliued. MTMNalIey FUI FJS 



( 3 8  18llfM2 1 @PA I Fsaail from hgory Pack re: FxacutiveCommittee Discussion,with 
Aallchment:A l l e m  Matrlx fix DDrah ~ v I T M WPIjlS I 

42 9/30/02 FWS 

I 

Mi from Dave Dermars re: FWS Comments ctn Ulapta IV, with 
AU6cbmrnt: FWSComments on 9!20/02 Draft ofChapter N (Almarives) I 

I MiB.omGregory Peck re: D r d  Exec. Comm Srm~nery,wich Attzctuncut 
Discusion Summary, MTMNF EJS Executive Cotuuittee, October 16,2002 - I 

Emil  b i nCindy Tibbott re: Suggested cditdeditianr for aquatic study shret,I with A~~~ Commenrs oaAquatic Study Qunlification !Vrite-ua-Cindy i 
Email Born Mike Robinsonre: Mockup of Proposed new Afternativo 
Framework with Aitachmeot:MmntaWv MiiinkNaileyFiil EIS Alternative 

alternativethat cm't be chosen);I)raR - MTMNallsyAI; ElS Alternatives-
mai it @em Mike ~otrirsgonna: Draft Pwpgsed BSALbcaodve 

P ~ w r k - A q u a t i eIsmes;SBt he,d&IAmbraat:manqWtt 
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1 56 f 12lZ9m2 IEPA 1 Email a a D I t A F T E t $ b m W  

/ LI I lmm3 / EPA Email fiwn Kathy JIodgki9~te: AflM EIS Exewtive CornminceCall 'Tuesday, 
1/28: 9-11 am:. with AttacSment: MTMNY EISExecutiveCommiftceAgenda
I 
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and vJid unpcv?$~* 
9 A  and t l r  wee*$ 
in&aldual p1.w rvl' 

Environmentat FWcy Act 
ia,lacu wn& Lr mpdc qo 
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FourU~sf July Crctk &m;nlw B, ';md cwgr dialukntr m tlm .wJy IX;~ 

lRatw0~klnoutliicm d d bc than 10 me.. G W U P I C ~and surfa~c 
~ c r t p d t y M u ) d b e  m a  &w miniq aaivirica w i d  ~lfeccs t - a m  

wpder qnrlky in kts IW13.1 nriiagB'tqaslm.., ... . 
on lmh p h ~ c d3nd unpicotcd r lnunh 
ms watm would hc subject m s~xticm 

the cOllEEnvadon of visitor u*c rkmg 
wcrlanB tavcl mum, visilon at!I1ii;cly 
Yukon Rlw inland. Mdiuonsl irnpwa 

muck layer. hawing 
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"toc o d e r  deveIopingagencypo1icia,guidunce, undcoordinatedageq dectsion-making 
p ~ c e s ~ e sto minimtee, tothe maximumBxtentpracttcable,the adverse envtronmentaleft'ects 
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10: V&@y$ll sdub2lily. 

Issw 11: Rbff@for rsclaiwtd mtnt9xr' 
*id -&Bas; 

m 
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I can be reachedtoronow in M n g t o n  h We late a b m n  (202260-4430)it mrycne'wfitsto discuss 
this w#h me. end 1 wEl mk Bii H. toset up en EIS StaeringCamitbaa csB. PS,everyone,we m!ly R& 

-*Ah-
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=& i?wthe fbt ar & by dnae  far 
icL1 conflfcts w i t h  a 
150 
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be COF~E~ of 
fbr ers forest 

* The S M W  regdatory authbtity could view a forestry P h l U  as ran acc~pb~bte o E W  of 
w.muIetiw hydrologic impacts 

- 
MTMNF Draft PElS Public Comment Compendium A-367 Ssction A - Brganizafiuns 



Thii doc\nxcat wsr. prep;rrad on WcdncndPy, August IS,2001 as e workingcbatt for htmd interagency 
d t s c u s h s  m n p  membersrwrewtins agenciesof the EIS steeringt a m .  The wbbltmdncommandations 
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This documart w? prepared on Wednesday, August IS,2001 as a workingdraft fw internal hterap,cncy 
dlxussionsm o a g  members rtprcsenting agencies of tho EIS stearkg ran .  The prnbtrnulraeommeFnta'jons 
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a single enti& with d d i h g  ssgthtory elrpertise 
a hmework for eBcierit, enviranmdy respodble ptoduotim of energy 

o The SMCRA permit is aka& the pMom for hydrologicaland bioiogical 
impact assessments,as well as engineering altanative analysts envisioned by 

o streamlinedprocesses with improved envitonmd protection 
o r e d u d  proceasing times and costsofparnitapplic~tiom 
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reforestation,becawthat is a deal \hat gob worked out betweenthe l a n d m  and the mining operator 
under Ule PMLU agreemmt (that thay must appmva beforea variance is granted????). If lhe PhlLU iai For 
pasture- they argue that they cannot require the landownertodo something else (but again- they have to 
aowove the PMLU ad a vsrtnnce ham retumlna M land to fts P~@~OUScandition). lo a nutshall, we are 

%his i*a a&t of Liiscassioaa with aur folka aad fn line wLth wAae 

wMwvor. f $0- to 'Pi= EII t h y  d4.dobt: fit 
t h  t a ~ ~ ~ a 3 l l  i w . 'Po h bale t o  
alt+ikmarivass 
statement on 
jitatisy &a& aetim. 
mitt&, but just a 

daters. 12/ 1 0 .  
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